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At the beginning of the 1969/70 academic 
yeor, the Research Office of the Canadian Govern- 
ment Travel Bureau wrote to the Chairman of the 
Sociology, Heconomics and Political Science Depart- 
ments of universities within a 300 mile radius of 
Ottawa. The letter invited students to submit 
proposals*for term papers or theses relevant to 
tourism that would qualify for a grade in their 
course work which would include cata from surveys 
commissioned by the Canadian Government Trevel 
Bureau. In reburn, $100 would be given for papers 
sccepted by the Research Office, following re- 
ceipt of a grade by the professor responsible. 


The Following paver is a thesis submitted 
"in conformity with the requirements for the cerree 
of Bachelor of Arts". Mr. Jarvis incorporated some 
results of the Canadian Vacation Pattermrs studies, 
along with other findings of studies commissioned 
by this office. 


It is important to note that the Reserrch 
Office does not endorse this report nor its conclu- 
sions. Indeed, the reader may wish to criticize 
some: of the conclusions reached as 2 stimulus to 
discussion of the tourist economy of the Atlantic 


repioan. 
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Research Office 
Conadian Government Travel Bureau 
June 8th, 1970 
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introduction 

The economic importance of tourism has hace mich 
overlooked in recent literature on the subject, despite the 
fact that it is an important contributor to inflows of foreign 
exchange. In Canada, tourism accounts for about 7% of the 
foreign exchange credits earned annually.? The importance 
of tourism is even greater on a regionai level, as a large 
proportion of tourist expenditure, especially in a country 
as large and diverse as Canada, comes from other regions of 
the country.” 

Further, the tourist trade is expanding extremely 
rapidly. With rising wages and lonser vacation, more and 
more people are taking vacation trips, and some provincial 
governments are anticipating what trey call a "tourist explo- 
sion" in the 1970's.3 Thus tourism is expected to continue 
to provide increasing cash flows inso regions in the next 
decade. 

However, despite the importance of the effects of the 
tourist doilars injected into regional and national economies, 
they are, jor the most part, quite inknown. Research done 


on tourism, except for a very few r2cent articles, has dealt 


1. Ely Devons, "World Trad? and Invisibles", Lloyd' 3 
Bank Reviev, April 1961. 


2. This is clearlv shown in Tables IV & V. 


3. From an article in the ‘slobe and Mail. 
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mainly with patterns of tourist flows and motivation of 
travelers: in the hopes of being able to attract more tourists 
to the regions or the countries sponsoring the research. 
Examination of the impact of tourist expenditure has been 
largely ignored. This can be explained in part by the lack 

of data available, resulting from the difficulty of conducting 
accurate surveys in this field. Indeed, lack of such infor- 
mation has restricted the scope of this paper in a number of 
ways. However, improved methods of conducting surveys and 
gradual accumulation of material wi2l hopefully improve the 
quality of the results in future studies. 

The intention of this paper is to describe the impact 
of tourist expenditure on the econony of a province through 
examination of its effects on the individual sectors of the 
economy. To do this I have ae ee tourist expenditur:? 
into basic categories and have run tthe corresponding basic 
expenditure values through input-out.put tables for the two 
provinces. I have chosen the provinces of New Brunswick and 
Nova Scotia, and have compared my results to show the relative 
effects on the two economies for the years 1966 and 1968. 
Thus, through the use of Pema toon ont baicansis I will be abl:2 
to arrive ~ét an estimate of how the economy of each of these 
provinces is affected through the primary and secondary 


levels of demand generated by tourist expenditure. 
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Data 


1) The Vectors 

To obtain some meaningful comparisons, I have used 
eight vectors for tourist expenditure. First, I have chosen 
the provinces of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. These 
provinces have economies of roughly the same size, as shown 
by comparisons of their population and of the expenditure 
and revenue of cnere respective provincial governments.+ 
Another important consideration in the choice of these two 
provinces was the availability of iaput-output tables resul- 
ting from the work of Mrs. Kari Levitt. of McGill University. 
Further, tourism is considered an inportant fart of the 
economy by the governments of both these provinces, as is 
evidenced by their active promotion of the Maritimes as a 
vacation center. 4 

Tourist figures for these two provinces were obtained 
for the two years 1966 and 196&. Tyrese two years were chosen 
to demonsti‘ate the rapid recent expansion, and therefore 
importance. of tie tori st industry while trying to avoid 
the major effects on tourism in the Maritimes of Expo 67 and 
other Centennial celebrations. Mor2 recent figures were not 


available .n time for this paper. 


1. Table I indicates that Nova Scotia probably has 
a marginally larger economy than does New Brunswick. 
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These figures were then broken down to differentiate 


2 and Canadian tourists. 


between the effects of U.S. tourists 
This was necessary because of the significant difference 
between the amount spent by American visitors compared to the 
amount spent by Canadians. It was 3lso desirable in that it 
indicated the amount of expenditure generated by aliens in 
the tourist industry of the Maritimes; that is, it showed 


the effect of tourism as an export from the country as well 


as an export from the region involved. 


2) The Sources 

Most of the data was obtain2d from surveys conducted 
by the provincial tourist Bureaus o> Nova Scosia and New 
Brunswick end from work done by the Canadian Government 
Travel Bureau. There are two main problems with the figures 
available for study in the tourist :ndustry. The first is 
the probler of accuracy. To separate COTS SE oe Surely 
recreationel travelers, from commuter or other business 
traffic seens to involve, for most ‘surveys, a fair amount of 
guesswork, relying mostly on a partially arbitrary reduction 


factor. Further, the validity of the samples obtained has 


2. Throughout the paper "U.S. tourists" refers to 
U.S. and all other foreign tourists. 


3. For instance, in Nova Scotia the reduction factor 
for auto triffic is 25% of New Brunswick traffic entering 
at Amherst and Tidnish plus all Newfoundland traffic other 
than tnose 2ntering at North Sydney. 
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been questioned on the grounds of unavoidable biases in the 
sample surveyed. 

The second difficulty lies in the complete absence of 
some data in any form. For instance, the only figures I 
could get for a Pret doen of the total tourist expenditure 
into different sectors of the economy were those for Nova 
Scotia for 1966 for auto visitors. As a result, I have had 
to use these figures for all eight vectors. Also, I have had 
to assume that the expenditure per person in New Brunswick is 
the same as that for Nova Scotia in each category. These 
assumptions are, I feel, reasonable in that the tourist 
facilities. are quite similar in these two provinces and thus 
expenditure patterns are likely to be quite similar. Further, 
breakdown of expenditure can be expected to be fairly constant 
over a two year period. But , naturally, these limitations 
have restricted the accuracy of the results and the possibili- 
ties for comparisons in certain potentially important areas. 

In order to estimate the re.ative importance of 
tourist expenditure effects in the Gross Provincial Product 
an estimate of the sizes of the two economies is necessary. 
To compare the relative sizes of the New Brunswick and Nova 
Scotia ecoz mies, because of the la k of available figures 


for gross provincial product, I have used population as a 


4. See W.S. Peters, Selective Response Factors in 
Tourist Surveys. 
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measure of the size cf the econories. I have also shown 
provincial government expenditure and revenue figures which 
correlate fairly well with the figures for population.°? All 
these figures were drawn from the Dominion Bureau of Statistics 
Canadian Statistical Review.© 

The input-output tables used are those developed for 


the Maritimes by Keri Levitt of McGill University using data 


for 1960. Ther are used in the form of inverted matrices. 


5. See Tables I & II. 


6. Canadian statistical Review, 1968, Dominion 
Bureau of Statistics, catalogue ;11-003. 
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Processing of Data 


The number of tourists entering each province for 
the two years wes given by the surveys done for the two 
provinces, broken down by method of transportation.- These 
figures are then further broken down into U.S. Couriste and 
Canadian tourists. Figures for this breakdown are only avail- 
able for tourists coming to Nova Scotia by car. The same 
ratio was therefore used for non-auto visitors to Nova Scotia, 
and for all visitors to New Brunswick. 

Then the figures for number of tourists were multiplied 
by the average length of stay: for tourists in each category 
and then by the average expenditure per day for each categor,;. 
This produces a figure for total expenditure for each section, 
and when auto tourist expenditure i: than added to non-auto 
tourist expenditure we get the figures for total expenditure 
for each of the eight eciore to be examined.? This process 
is shown in Tables 

These figures for ans e:penditure are then broken 


down into four categories; transportation, manufacturing of 


1. For New Brunswick, auto visitors equals 90% of 
total visitors. 


2. These are available in fova Scotia Export Quarterly, 
July 1969, Sconomics and Development Division of Kova Scotia 
Department of Trade and Industry. 


3. The eight vectors are expenditure by tourist fron 
the U.S. and from Canada in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia in 
1966 and 1968 as discussed in the section on Data. 
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food, other manufacturing, and services. rhanaporeaticn, 
which includes all travelling experses accounts for 18% of 
total tourist expenditure. The marufacturing of food industry 
gets 37.5%, which includes all food and Beverares consumed 
by the tourists, while other manufacturing gets 15.5% on handi- 
crafts and other merchandise. The services sector of the 
economies accounts for 26% of the tourist expenditure, mostly 
for accomodation and entertainment. These then, are the 
weighting co-efficients used to disaggregate total tourist 
expenditure: for each province and forteneh year. Eight vectors 
of tourist final demand were then produced: U.S. and Canadian 
traffic in Nova Scotia and New Brunswick for 1966 and 1968. 

The impacts were found by solving for gross outputs 

(a vecto:>) in the following systen. . 

PPR OL Ach (1) 
where y is a 15 component vector of final demand in a region 
or economy net of imports; A is a 15 by 15 matrix of technical 
co-efficients. The representative component Ajj indicates 
the amount of input i required to produce a unit of a3 ers. 3 
15 componeit vector of activity levels or gross output; fis 
a 15 component vector of import co-2fficients diagonalized 
LO form a aiatrix. The representatives component my indicates 
the amount of sood i imported to produce a unit of gross output 
i. Ax indicates intermediate or iniirect inputs, i.e. gross 


outputs ne of final demand and imports. 
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The expression can be rewritten to get 
7 aca grea ats (2) 

In (2), given the co-efficients in (I - f - A)~1 we can solve 
for gross outputs or effectsK, given that we know final 
demand y. 

So, if we let y be final demand generated by tourism 
(as shown in the eight vectors derived above) then, from this 
formula, gross cutput generated by the tourist industry can 
be discovered, both for each industry in the economy (as 
shown in the input-output tables“) and for the ecohomy as a 
whole. The results of multiplying the vectors for tourist. 
expenditure by the input-output inverted matrix are shown in 
Tables VIl-., a-h. 

From these figures we can derive figures for percent 
impact per sector by comparing the results for each sector t) 
the total output. ? Also, by comparing initial demand genera;ed 
by tourism, to final output generated by tourism we can derivse 


a multiplier for the tourist industry. 


\ 


L. And listed on Tables VI - X. 


SeeeaAs aL Linstrated in Table X. 
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Analysis of Results 


The above calculations and data enable a number of 
interesting comparisons to be made which can provide the basis 
for certain conclusions about the effects of the tourist industry 
in the two provinces being studied. 


From the raw data 


five things are immediately evident. 
The first is that, for both years, lew Brunswick had more than 
twice the number of tourists that Nova Scotia had. This can 
be attributed mostly to the geographical position of the two 
provinces. New Brunswick is closer oes: of the large 
population centers from which the me jority of tourists are 
drawn. To get to Nova Scotia by car means, for most traffic, 
passing through New Brunswick first. Therefore, New Brunswick 
gets most of Nova Scotia's tourists to pass through New 
Brunswick first, and they also get < part of those travellin;; 
from Quebec and pater a to.the Atlartic Seaboard States and 
vice versa. In addition to the above tourist flows they get 
those tourists whose primary destinetion is New Brunswick. 
Nova Scotia, on the other hand, becéuse it is not located on 
any routes between major population centers get most of their 


tourists from those for whom Nova Scotia is the ultimate 


destination. 
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For the same reason, the averare tourist stays longer 
in Nova Scotia (5.6 days) than in New Brunswick (4 days). It 
seems reasonable that tourists are likely to stay longer at 
their ultinate destination than at some place along the route. 

Next, it is evident that the vast majority of visitors 
to both provinces travel by car. In Nova Scotia only about 
15% of the tourists come ii other means of transportation while 
in New Brunswick the figure is only 10%. 

Fourthly, we can see that expenditure per day by U.S. 
tourists iss just about 50% higher than the expenditure per 
day by Canzdian tourists. This is most probably due to the 
higher wages and standard of living in the United States as 
compared tc Canada. Also, many of the Canadian tourists are 
from neight-ouring provinces, travelling only short distances 
for low cost vacations, while most of the American visitors 
presumably come a longer distance and are prepared to spend 
more if they are to go that far. The fact that more than 
one quarter of the tourists visiting these regions are 
Americans neans that this differential is extremely importan:, 
in total tcurist expenditure. Indeed, expenditure by American 
visitors, ¢s a result of this fact, accounts for more than 
one third «f the totai expenditure in this field. 

Firally, we can see that expenditure per day per tourist 


3. This figure (for 1968) is down from almost 70% 
in 1966. 
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has risen by approximately 20;5 over the two year period 1966 
to 1968. liuch of this rise can be attributed to rising costs 
of living, but the pesididl has important implications for 

the future of the tourist industry if the trend is to continue. 

As a result of increased tourist traffic and increased 
expenditure per day by the tourists, total expenditure by 
tourists has increased significantly between the years 1966 
and 1968. This increase has been even greater in New 
Brunswick (46%) than it has in Nova Scotia (41%). In New 
Brunswick, in 1968, tourists spent almost $70 million, 82% 
more than tourists spent in Nova Scotia ($38 million). In 
1966, the totals were $48 million and $27 million for New 
Brunswick «nd Nova Scotia, respectively, with New Brunswick 
16% ahead of Nova Scotia in tourist expenditure. 

This difference is magnified by the fact that the 
input-outptt multiplier is also higher for New. Brunswick (1..56) 
than it is for Nova Scotia (1.53). Because of this, the 
total out pet generated by tourism in New Brunswick in 1968, 
over $115 rillion, was more than 97% higher than that of Nova 
Scotia, which was over $58 million. In 1966 the difference 
was 91.1% (879 million for New Brunswick and $41 million for 
Nova Scoti:). Therefore, as the ecunomies of the two provin.:es 
are nearly the same, as shown in Tables I and Il by figures 


for population, net general revenue and net general expenditure 
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of the provincial governments, " we can see that tourism 
composes a much larger part of the econony of New Brunswick 
than it does of the economy of Nova Scotia. 

The sectors of the two economies that are most affected 
by tourist expenditure? are, firstly, services, manufacturing 
of food, transportation, and manufacturing (other). Because 
it is in these industries that the direct impact of tourist 
expenditure is felt, this is to be expected. However, we 


must note the tremendous predominance of the services indust-y, 


which accounts for over 40% of total demandgenerated by the 


tourist incustrv in both provinces though it is only responsible 


6 


for 29% of the direct impact.” Other sectors which are 
relatively heavily effected by tourism are agriculture (accoun- 
ting for 4.34% of total output in New Brunswick and 4.09% in 
Nova Scotie), end utilities (accounting for about 2.8% in 
each provirce). | 
a 

Twc sectors are particularly unaffected bv the touri.;t 
trade. These are the boat and shiptuilding industry (.06 in 
New Brunswick and .01 in Nova Scotia) and the fishing duet 
(.09 in New Brunswick and .12 in Nova Scotia). Aside from 


4. In fact, the Nova Scotit economy appears, throug: 
these figures, to be marginally larger than the economy of 
New Brunswick. 


5. % Impact per Sector is shown in Table X. 


6. Compared to manufacturing of food with 37.5% of 
direct expenditure and only about 2C%> of total output generated. 
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this, it is notable that tourism has an extremely low impact 
in all the manufacturing sectors (except manufacturing of 
food). 

In each province, the distribution of impacts by 
sector is about the same. However, there are some exceptions. 
Those sectors in New Brunswick which account for more of the 
final demand than their counterparts in Nova Scotia are manu- 
facturing of food (21.31% against 17.89%), construction other 
than residential (1.75% against 1.27%) and boat and ship- 
building (.06% against .01%). Those which have the advantage 
in Nova Scotia are the manufacturing of capitel goods (.93% 
against .104), mining (.64% against .19%)}, and residential 


construction (1.49% against .89%). 
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Conclusions 


The aim of this paper is tc demonstrate the economic 
Significance of the tourist trade in New Brunswick and Nova 
Scotia. To do this, by taking eight vectors, I have 
brought out) some important comparisons tetween the effects 
on the two provinces, and the individual sectors within the 
two provinces, the two years, to indicate growth in the | 
tourist trade, and the two major cavegories of tourists, foreign 
and domestic. 

Several important eonciisions can be drawn from these 
comparisons. Firstly, we can see tiat the importance of the 
tourist industry is increasing rapiily. There is * reason 
to believe that the growth of tourism in the Maritimes between 
1966 and 1°68 is a temporary phenom2non. Even if the growth 
rate is soriewhat less over the next ten years, the absolute 
increase in tne flow of tourist dollars wili still be expanding 
at a rapid rate. Both governments nust, then prepare for 
this great influx of tourists. 

Secondly, we can see from tie above analysis that the 
impact of tourism on the economy of these provinces is greater 
than the original flow of tourist dollars. Total output 
generated by tourism is greater thai the original dollar flow 
by a factor equal to the input-outpit multiplier as a result 
of inter-industry dependence. Thes2 multipliers are 1.66 for 


few Brunswick and 1.53 for Nova Scotia. 
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With this rapid expansion of the tourist industry, 
then, it is important to know how this will affect the overall 
growth of the economy so that the government can implement 
effective policies to promote and control this growth. We 
can see from our analysis that some industries are much more 
affected by the tourist industry than others, and consequently 
demand in these industries will increase relative to the 
others as the tourist industry grows. 

Finally, we can see that the tourist industry is much 
more important to the economy of New Brunswick than it is to 
the economy of Nova Scotia. Both tirough greater volume, and 
a greater input-output multiplier, she tourist: industry is 
almost twice as important in New Brunswick as it is in Nova 
Scotia. 

The fact that the input-out ut multiplier is so small 
probably reflects the fact that the tourist trade affects 
industries which depend substantial-y on imports. In deciding 
on a polic: of how much the tourist industry should be 
encouraged as compared to other industries, the relative sizes 
of the inpit-output multipliers are important to weigh the 


ultimate effects of the policy. 
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TABLE I 
NET GehsrAL REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE OF 
THE PROVINCIAL GOVTS. (MILLIONS) + 


NOVA SCOTIA NeW BRUNSWICK 

1966. 1968 1966 1968 

Exp. 150 215 128 221 

Rev. 5 250 131 231 
TABLE II 


POPULATION (0001S) 


NOVA SCOTIA . MEW BRUNSWICK 
1966 1968 1966 «1968 
Pop, 7506 760 617 624 


EE EEE anna EEE EEE 


1. From Canadian Statisticél Review, D.B.S., Catalo;;ue 
711-003. 
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TABLE III 
TOURIST COUNTS : NOVA SCOTIA AND NEW BRUNSWICK 


NOVA scotia? | 1966 1968 
Number of Tourists by car: 847 , 700 960 , 500 
plane: 80,900 96,700 
train: 37,400 38,600 
bus: 2,700 3500 
tour bus: 5» 500 we U0 
TOTAL 975,000 1,109,800 


NEW BRUNSWI.CK* 
Nuriber of Tourists bypcar: §25260,500 #2 565345800 
other: 218,000 265,000 


TOTAL - 2,398,500 . 2,918,800 


1. From Nova Scotia Quarterly, July 1969, Nova Scotia 
Dept. of Trade and Industry. 


2. Figures supplies by New Brunswick Travel Bureau. 


en 
iar | =e 


7 _ 


- 
| 
- 6£ - 
a 


ITT BueAT AAS 


; PP wlenviits i or f ¥ | r , 10) " Mm Tt 7 
oy (GM GMA ATTOO8 ANOH, ¢ — a 
aT ; 


or | — 


= 
— 


- 
002 , OP oO" ".,faS ss stso Ee aveliwoT To Fach 
oof .a0 O09 , 08 tenatq _ 
Oa, TE safer 
Pf . yT,.s t2ud 
tau mod 
GUO .« ‘ JATOT 


Say tbat 


- 


= 7 


~ 


i f2a,5 Oe, 085,5 itso yo edetsueT to ted 
7 ‘ 


i 7s 
900, 81s --rentde pave! 
7 
= ine ne 
= a i t : aA | UT Pe 
Jone avall WOOr Wiab , 


f 1 P ar 
.se1u8 lever? dotweanid wail ¥ 


he 


TABLE IV 
TOURIOT HAPHNDITURi : NOVA scoTirat > (BRSAKDOWN BY 
YEAR, ORIGIN OF TOURIST, AND MeThOD OF TRANSPORTATION) 


1968 1966 


Auto Traffic 
Avg. Stay (days) 
Avg. Exp./lay 
Total Exp. by 


Auto Traffic |g $21,439, 000}}s)_9,404,0C0 314,059,000 
Non-Auto Traffic 110,000 37, 500 89,900 
Avg. Stay (days) 5.83  oRnG 5.43 
Avg. Exp./lay $5.60 | $7.00 $4.60 
Total Exp. by | 

Non-Auto 

Traffic $ 1,833,000 |$ 3,531, O000}/15 1,438,500]% 2,266,000 
Total Exp. $13,204 ,000 | 525,030, 000}}:510, 842, 500 | 216,325,000 
Aggregate otal $38, 234,00) $27 ,167 , 500 


1. All figures from Nova Ssotia Export Cuarterly, 
Op. cit. 
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TABLE V 
TOURIST ocXPENDITURE : N&w BRUNSWICK! : (BR#ZAKDOWN BY 
YEAK, ORIGIN OF TOURISTS, AND MeTHOD OF TRANSPORTATION) 


\ 


AUCOL Lrali=c 
Avg. Stay (days) 
Avg. Exp./Day 


Total Exp. by : : : mea? 
Auto Traffic 922 ,097 , 500 }$40, 750, 500/}17, 879, 500 325,169,000 


Non-Auto Traffic 70 ,000 196,000 64,000 | 154,000 
Avg. Stay (days) L | L 
Avg. Exp./l'ay $8 .000 $.,.60 
Total Exp. by 

Non-Auto . 

shar ge ei wa 5) ~_2,250,000 
Total Exp. _ $24 , 337, 500 | 
Aggregate lotal $69,478,500 . $47,673,000 


1. All figures from New Brunswick Travel Bureau 
Except expendture per day which is from Nova Scotia Quarterlr, 


op. cit. ; 
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TABLE VI 
TOURISM VECTORS (Y) NOVA SCOTIA 


Uts. CAN. 
1968 1966 1968 1966 
Agriculture 0 e) ) 
Forestry 0 0 0 
Fishery 0 0 6) 
Mining 0 0 6) 


Mfg. - Food 4,951,500] $4,065,937 || $9,386,250] $6,121,875 


Mfg. - Capital 


Goods C 0) 0 0) 
Mfg. - Fish 

Products 0 C 8) 
Mfg. - Sawnills 0 8) 6) 
Mfg. - Pulp - 

and Pape; 0 6) 8) 
Mfg. - Boat. 

and Ship)ldg. 0 0 8) 


Mfg. - Other [$2,046,620/$1,680,583 193,879,650 | $2,530,375 
Constr. Res. @) 0 0 
Constr. Otler 0 0 0 
TRAIT CATT On 32,376,730] 1,951,650 $4,505,400 | $2,931,500 
0) ) fe) 


$3,144,325 197,258,700 | 34,594,600 


Utilities 


Services 33,829,160 


aD 5. 


TABLE VII 
TOURISE VECTORS (Y) NEW BRUNSWICK 


MSG tet 41966 1968 1966 
Agriculture 
Forestry 
Fishery 
Mining 
Mfg. - Food ss o $10,500,937 


Mfg. - Capital 
Goods 


Products 


Mfg. - Sawmills 


Mfg. - Pulp 
and Paper 


Mfg. - Boat 
and Shipbldg. 


Mfg. - Other > 4,340,338 


Constr. Res. ) 
Constr. Other 8) 
Transportation £4,380, 750 $3,540,870lle 8,125,380 |S 5,040,450 
Utilities 0 0 320 
Services 27,057,875 195,704, 7 °5 41913 ,090,89C |3 8,120,725 
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EXPENDITURE BY U.S. 


Agriculture 
Forestry 
Fishery 
Mining 

Mfg. - Food 


Mfg. - Capital 
Goods 


Mfg. - Fish 
Products 


Mfg. - Sawrills 


Mfg. - Pulp 
and Papez' 
ifg. - Boat 


and Shipbldg 
Mfg. - Other 
Constr. Res:. 
Constr. Otler 
Transportation 
Utilities 


Services 
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TABLE Villa 


IN 1968 BY S&CTOR 


TOURISTS IN NOVA SCOTIA 


Mfg. - 
Focd 


hifg. ae 
Other 


Transpor- 


tation Services 


Total 


3 52h, 363 |% 


1,143,796 


32,1311$ 105,526 


5 165,802 845,822 


14,854] 11,051 9,744| 18,762 54,411 
6,436 2,046 6,417| 10,338] 25,237 
325679) 22,103] %33;,749| ‘he, 886]| 131 144°7 
2,838,199] 44,002) 152,110] 238,17313,272,484 
57,932| 42,365] 41,592] 47,098]) 188,987] 
14,359 4,707| 14,973] 24,123]] 58,162 
22,776 8,186] 14,735| 39,440] 85,33 
25,252 27) 2k 8,556 T0722. 71,95 
495 205 475 383 1,554 
257,478 |1,324,367| 286,632] 280,677)/2,149,154 
40,107] 12,689| 47,534| 200,647|| 300,97 
57,437| 25,783; 108,853] 65,4781 257,559 
305,507]  95,372|2,615,58C} 412,783/|3,429 ,242 
122,797} 53,826] 149,733] 235,493]| 561,849 


357, 54411, 344,985) 5,688 983118, 535,308 
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TABLié VIIIb 
EXPENDITURE BY CANADIAN TOURISTS IN NOVA SCOTIA 
IN 1968 BY SECTOR 
Mfg. - Mfg. - Transpor- 
ood Other tation Services Total 


Agriculture % 994,003 | 60,910]$ 200,039 S 314,301 1$1,569,253 


Forestry 20,950 18,472 Beate f/ LOS 
Fishery SGM DS 12,16 19,598 47,843 
Mining 41,900] 63,976 81,297]]} 249,122 
Mfg. - Food Ba hi2Zit 268,365. PAS) 4911 68,2035 446 


Mfg. - Cap:tal 


Goods 109,819 80, 308 78,84 89,282 B55) eid 
Mfg. - Fish 
Products 


8,923| 28,384, 45,729]] 110,256 
15,518} 27,933  74,764|| 161,391 


27,220 


Mfg. - Sawnillg 43,176 


Mfg. - Pulp 
and Paper 47,869 51,987 16,219 LOLs 135,399 
Mfg. - Boa’, 


387 901 125 fans laal 

Pesi SoU ib 543,35), 1 532,062 1% 074,019 
24.,053| 901,084  380,355]] 1,381,516 
48,8831) 206,347 |124,1231,) 483,233 
180,79114,958,194  782,487]| 6,500,601 
102,034! 28#3,84d 446,410]] 1,065,063 
677,774 | 2,549, 60410, 784, 250]116,179,852 


938 
488,085 
76,028 
108, 880 
579,131 
232,779 
A168. 223 


and Shipbldg. 
Mfg. - Other 


Constr. Re:;. 
Constr. Other 
Transportation 
Util aces 


Services 
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EXPENDITURE BY U.s. 


Apriculture 
Forestry 
Fishery 
Mining 

Mfg. - Food 


Mfg. - Capital 
Goods 


Mfg. - Fish 
Products 


Mfg. - Sawrill 


Mfg. - Pulp 
and Paper 
Mfg. - Boat. 


and Shiplldg. 


Mfg. - Other 
Constr. Res. 
Constr. Other 
Transportation 
Utilities 


Services 


spo 


TABLE VIIIc 


IN 1966 BY SECTOR 


Mfg. — 
Food 


b 430,582]. 


12,197 
5,285 
26,835 


2,330,595 


47,571 


114791 
18,703 


20,736 


i,07 
211,428 
32,934 
147,164 
250,868 
100,835 
939,231 


BE oe = Transport- 
Other tation 
26,385}y 86,653 
9,075 8,001 
1,680 5,269 
TSh150 27,713 
36,132} 124,905 
34,788 pL aaa ie 
3,865 12,295 
OG fee 12,100 
ney LY 7,025 
168 390 
1,087,508} 235,368 
10,419 39 ,033 
21,175 89,385 
Pon Stone, 4/7, 190 
44.199 122,953 
293,598]/1,104,438 


TOURISTS IN NOVA SCOTIA 


Services 


15,407 

8,489 
35,216 
195,577 


38,675 


19,809 


32,386 
8, 804 


sige 
230,479 
164,762 

53,767 
338,958 
193,375 


1,671, 523117 ,003, 790 
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TABLE VIIId 


EXPENDITURE BY CANADIAN TOURISTS IN NOVA SCOTIA 


Agriculture 
Forestry 
Fishery 
Mining 

Mfg. - Food 


Mfg. - Capital 
Goods 


Mfg. - Fish 
Products 


Mfg. - Sawnills 


Mfg..- Pulp 
and Pape): 
Mfg. - Boat. 


and Shiplhldg. 
ifg. - Other 
Constr. Rei. 
Constr. Other 
Transportation 
Utilities 


Services 


Mfg. - 


Other 


IN 1966 BY SkvTOR 


Transpor- 
tation 


539; 720181305158 


13,664 
ory el 
27,328 
54,403 


52,348 


5,819 
TOs Tet 


33,907 


253 
1,637,405 
15,688 
31, 882 


Lh7 5215135 


66,548 


442,056] 1,658,935 


12,019 
‘hs 95 
i. 627 


187,616 


91,301 


18,468 
18,175 


(10,553 


586 
352,500 
56,630 
134,262 
226,115 
184,684 


Services 


2 198,946 


22,513 
12,405 
51,459 

285,784 


56,012 


28,945 
7,324 


12,864 


459 
336,784 
240,757 

78,567 
495,297 
282,567 


6,826,197]/10, 341, 341 


$25,017,136 
66,561 


16C,818 
4,736, 861 


231.817 
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TABLE Ville 
BAPENDITURE BY CANADIAN TOURISTS IN NEW BRUNSWICK 


IN 1968 BY SECTOR 


Mfg. - Mfg. - Transpor- 
Food Other tation Services Total 

Agriculture $ 574, 690183, 266,939 
Forestry | . 223,805 
Fishery 64,143 
Mining 139,280 
Mfg. - Food 16,303,835 
Mfg. - Capita 

Goods 78 , 316 
Mfg. - Fish 

Products 228,817 
Mfg. - Saw- 

mills 205,784 
Mfg. - Pulp 

and Paper 257 58h3 
Mfg. - Boat 

and Ship- 

bldg. 6,771 4&,729 
Mfg. - Other | 1,085,076)4,182,720 Ty 505 O58 
Constr. Res. 99,874 27,987 665,941 
Constr. Other | 289,466] 86,761 8H} 1,313,579 
Transporta- 

tion 1,515,044} 379,929 |¢ ,061,423 1B 12 WOR 
Utilities 568,776} 174,221] 937,087 2,210,046 


Services 4,612,84511,295,817 15,128,739] 19,646,807]]/30,684, 208 
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EXP#NDITURH BY U.o. 


Reo t= 


TABLE VIIIf 
TOURISTS 


IN New BRUNSWICK 


IN 1968 BY SECTOR 


Mfg. - 
Food 
Agriculture 
Forestry 
Fishery 
Mining 
Mfg. - Food Tees VaR ew 


Mfg. - Cap:.ta 
Goods 


He, 


Mfg. - Fish 
Products 


Pee 


Mfg. - Saw-- 
mills 


Mfg. - Pulp 
and Paper: 
Mfg. - Boat. 
and Ship-- 
bldg. 
Constr. Res. 
Constr. Otler 


Transporta- 
tion 


Utilities 


Services 


Mfg. - Transpor- 
Other tation Services 
71,296]93 224,294} } 309,840 


201,836 
93,930 


bi, 


698 ,632}2, 


29,789 
9,199] 
17,084 
2228 


38,818 
12,704 
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7,009 9,881 
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TABLE Villg 


EXP2aNDITURS BY U.S. TOURLToT’S IN NeW BRUNSWICK 


IN 1966 BY SECTOR 


Mfg. -. Mfg. - 


Agriculture | 931,691] 9 57,627/% 181,292 
Forestry 22,868 19,209] 24,077 
Fishery 8,114 2,134 (Piss 
Mining 14,753 16,160} 13,809 
Mfg. - Fooi 6,088,082 95,131] 333,195 


Mfg. - Capita 


Goods 109327 


8,842 


Mies — ero 
Products 


28,769 48/232 


Mfg. - Saw- 
mills 


27,294 25392 


Mfg. - Puls 


and Pape- 27, 29h 51,529 
Mfg. - Boaz 
and Ship- 
bldg. 914 


1,822,741 


2,950 
472,853 
43,523 
126,143 


Mfg. - Oth2r 
12,196 
37,808 


Gorlsor. "Kes. 


Constr. Otiier 


Transporta- ; 
tion 660 , 224 165, 565|3,948,778 
Utilities 247 , 860 75,922| 234,051 
Services 2,010,181]  564,690]3,234,997| 8,561,666 
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Food Other tation 
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TABLE VIIIh 
EXPEZENDITURe BY CANADIAN TOURISTS IN NeW BRUNSWICK 
IN 1966 BY SzCTOR 


Mfg. - Mfg. - Transpor- 
Food Other tation Services Total 


Agriculture [31,326,268]$ 82,033]% 258,071] $ 356,499112,022,871 
27,344) 34,275 Lh ,663 138,834 
3,038| 10,584 14,617] 39,790 
23,004 | 
135,420 


Forestry Des De 


Fishery is ipo we 
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